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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to applicant's amendment and request for 
continued examination filed, 15 May 2006, of application filed, with the above serial 
number, on 22 June 2000 in claims 1, 5, 7, 12, and 32 have been amended and claims 
2-3 have been cancelled. Claims 1,4-5, 7-12 and 32-36 are therefore pending in the 
application. 

It is noted claim 32 is marked as currently amended, however, there are; no \ 
notable changes or markings to the claims. It is noted Applicant states claim 1 is 
amended (see p. 5); however, claims 5, 7, and 12 have markings indicating 
amendments thereto. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112:; 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly ■ 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1 , 4-5, 7-12 and 32-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. In line 16 of amended claim 1 , 
a "user's progress" is maintained. However, the specification lacks antecedent basis for 
this claim feature and terminology. 

Claims 1,4-5, 7-12 and 32-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
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subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. Similarly, in line 13 of amended 
claim 1, a "task has one or more stages" and is completed "by progressing from a first 
context to a second context". The detailed description of the invention lacks antecedent 
basis for both of these claim features and terminology. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter; pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 4-5, 7-12 and 32-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lee et al (hereinafter "Lee", 6,061 ,696) in view of Bernardo et al i 
(hereinafter "Bernardo", 6,684,369). 

As per Claim 1 , Lee teaches a software architecture for enabling a user to create 
a Web site over the Internet, wherein Lee teaches: 

a plurality of applications (applications) (at least col. 9, lines 21-60); 

a data schema for storing a plurality of data objects, the data schema having an 
underlying, extensible data model providing a configuration of the data objects in the 
data schema, the data schema having fixed attributes and extensible attributes, the 
extensible attributes of a data object enabling extension of the data schema, wherein 
the extension consists of previously undefined attributes and wherein the extension is 
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executed without having to alter the configuration of the data model (at least col. Splines 
40-59; col. 9, lines 43-65; col. 6, lines 3-24; Cosmo Create); and 

an integrated platform for enabling the user to perform a task (at least col. 3, 
lines 40-59; col. 9, lines 43-65; col. 6, lines 3-24; creating web page). 

Lee fails to explicitly teach wherein a task has one or more stages and is 
completed by progressing from a first context to a second context and by controlling 
interaction between two or more of the applications and the data model, and for 
maintaining a context in the user's progress of completing a task for the purpose of 
creating a Web site. However, the use and advantages for using such a progressive 
approach is well known to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made as 
evidenced by the teachings of Bernardo. Bernardo teaches a workflow system for : 
monitoring the progress of a web page creation phase (at least col. 9, lines 13-23; col. 
1 0 line 54 - col. 1 1 line 1 6). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to incorporate the use of Bernardo's 
workflow system into Lee's system as this would enhance and ease complex site 
creation by having the various tasks organized and managed accordingly. 

As per Claim 4. 

wherein a data object is associated with a context information record that further 
describes a task in which the data object will be used (at least col. 3, lines 40-59; col. 6, 
lines 3-24; col. 9 line 43 - col. 10 line 58; check rule exists). 

As per Claim 5. 
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wherein the platform allows the user and an application to extend the data 
schema in a user-specific way, thereby enabling a plurality of users and the plurality of 
applications to use the data schema (at least col. 3, lines 40-59; col. 9, lines 21-65; col. 
6, lines 3-24). 

As per Claim 7. 

wherein the extensible, underlying data model provides a standard way of 
representing the previously undefined attribute (at least col. 3, lines 40-59; col 6, lines 
3-24; col. 9 line 43 - col. 10 line 58; Fig. 5; native standard). 

As per Claim 8. 

further comprising. a user interface that is uniform across the plurality of 
applications (at least col. 3, lines 40-59; col. 6, lines 3-24; col. 9 line 43 - col. 10 line 
58; col. 7, lines 20-48; Fig. 6). 

As per Claim 9. 

wherein additional services can be added using the plurality of applications (at 
least col. 3, lines 40-59; col. 6, lines 3-24; col. 9 line 43 - col. 10 line 58). : 
As per Claim 10. 

Bernardo teaches wherein the integrated platform is used to create and maintain 
an online business presence (at least col. 7, lines 26-36; col. 14, lines 6-67). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention 
was made, to incorporate the use of Bernardo's web site use with Lee as this is a yiery 
common use for creating a web site. 

As per Claim 1 1 . 
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Bernardo teaches wherein the integrated platform is used to create and maintain 
a customer relationship management application (at least col. 7, lines 26-36; col. 14, 
lines 6-67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to incorporate the use of Bernardo's web site use with 
Lee as this is a very common use for creating a web site. 

As per Claim 12. 

wherein the software architecture is a reactive architecture which supports a; 
plurality of levels of task granularity and is dynamically aware of what information has 
been entered by a user (at least col. 3, lines 40-59; col. 6, lines 3-24; col. 9 line 43 - col. 
10 line 58). 

As per Claim 32. 

the extensible data model enabling arranging and configuring application data of 
one or more of the plurality of applications (at least col. 3, lines 40-59; col. 6, lines 3-24; 
col. 9 line 43 - col. 10 line 58). 

As per Claim 33. 

wherein the application data are one of a fixed attribute and an extended attribute 
(at least col. 3, lines 40-59; col. 6, lines 3-24; col. 9 line 43 - col. 10 line 58). 
As per Claim 34. 

further comprising a data logic component for operating on the data (at least col. 
3, lines 40-59; col. 6, lines 3-24; col. 9 line 43 - col. 10 line 58). 
As per Claim 35. 
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the user interface implementing a user experience (at least col. 3, lines 40-59; 
col. 6, lines 3-24; col. 9 line 43 - col. 10 line 58). 
As per Claim 36. 

further including an information architecture layer for modeling the user 
experience (at least col. 3, lines 40-59; col. 6, lines 3-24; col. 9 line 43 - col. 10 line 
58). 



; Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 4-5, 7-9, 12 and 32-36 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicants argue, in 
substance, that Lee fails to suggest the integrated platform of claim 1 . Applicant goes 
on to list the features of the integrated platform, including "maintaining a context and a 
context task list". 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., maintaining a context and a context task list) are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 



Conclusion 
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6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Newly cited Arora et al, Kagle, and O'Shea, in addition to previously cited Raab 
et al, Peel et al, Ashby et al, Gawlick et al, Fohn et al, Bowman-Amuah, Hanson et al, 
D'Arlach et al, Bernardo et al, Lagarde et al (distributed tasking), Sondur et al (relational 
database), Cohen (ASP page application authoring), Graham (remote web-authoring 
methods), Wolfe et al (website development details), and Belanger (remote server 
application execution) are cited for disclosing pertinent information related to the 
claimed invention. Applicants are requested to consider the prior art reference for 
relevant teachings when responding to this office action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregory G. Todd whose telephone number is (571)272- 
401 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00am-6:00pmiw/ 
first Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571)272-4001. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information , 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Gregory Todd 
Patent Examiner v 
Technology Center 2100 
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